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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 45-55 are pending in this communication filed 12/14/05 entered as 
Response After Non-Final Action (Informal or Non-Responsive Amendment. 

2. The Notice of Non-compliant Amendment has been overcome by Applicant's 
cancellation of claims 56 and 57 and is hereby withdrawn. The Response to the 
Election Restriction filed 04/20/05 has been entered. 

3. The objection to the Abstract has been overcome by Applicants 1 amendment to 
the Abstract and is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 45, lines 11-15 recites "matching the authorization 
record with the authentication record using the computer-based data processing system 
to determine whether the presented transaction signature matches the authenticated 
transaction signature for the predicted transaction, the actual transaction amount 
matches the predicted transaction amount and the actual transaction time matches the 
transaction time parameter". This claim limitation is very confusing and unclear as 
written. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 45, 49, 51 , and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 

paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 

subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. In particular, 

A. Claim 45 is not sufficiently precise due to the combining of two separate 
statutory classes of invention in a single claim. The preamble of the claim refers to a 
method and a computer-based data processing system, but the body of the claim 
discusses first a method (i.e., establishing an authentication record, establishing an 
authorization record, matching the authorization record with the authentication record, 
and reconciling the predicted transaction), and subsequently the claim then deals with 
the specifics of a system (ex. the computer-based data processing system). There is 
some confusion as to whether the claim is a method claim or a system claim. The 
preamble of the claim would be better recited as "A computer implemented method" or 
simply "A method for automated authentication". The body of the claim would be better 
recited as "establishing an authentication record at the computer for a predicted 
transaction . . . ;". It is unnecessary to have computer throughout the other claim 
limitations in claim 45. It is recognized that the method is being performed on a 
computer in the preamble and the first claim limitation. 

Claims 49, 51 , and 55 appear to be system claims because the preamble 
combines two separate statutory classes of invention in a single claim. The preamble of 
claim 49 refers to a method and a computer-based data processing system, but the 
body of the claim discussed first a method (i.e. establishing a communication session), 
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and subsequently the claim then deals with the specifics of a system (ex. at the server). 
Claims 51 and 55 have a similar problem. 

Specification 

8. A substitute specification in proper idiomatic English and in compliance with 37 
CFR 1.52(a) and (b) is required. The substitute specification filed must be accompanied 
by a statement that it contains no new matter. Some examples of improper idiomatic 
English are as follows: Page 1, line 10 recites "withdraw/deposit transaction 
environment This line would be better recited as "withdraw/deposit in a transaction 
environment Page 2, lines 2 and 7 recite "implementing the authentication stage of 
a financial transaction. A party ..." malfunction at the authentication stage of a financial 
transaction occurs These lines would be better recited "implementing the 
authentication stage of financial transaction. A party ..." malfunction at the 
authentication stage of financial transaction occurs Applicant is respectfully 
requested to review the Specification for other grammatical errors and misspelled 
words. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 45-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
(US 5,991 ,750) Watson in view of (US 6,021 ,202) Anderson et al, hereafter Anderson. 
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As per claims 45 Watson teaches, A method for automated authentication, 
authorization and accounting for financial transactions, comprising: establishing an 
authentication record for a predicted transaction by a particular account holder, the 
predicted transaction having a predicted transaction amount and a transaction time 
parameter, and an authenticated transaction signature for presentation upon execution 
of the predicted transaction (col. 1, line 61 -col. 2, line 21 and fig. 1); establishing an 
authorization record for a particular transaction indicating an actual transaction amount, 
an actual transaction time and a presented transaction signature (col. 2, lines 22-50, 
col. 3, lines 9-24, fig. 1, and fig. 2A); and reconciling the predicted transaction amount 
and the actual transaction amount for the particular account holder (col. 4, lines 19-34 
and col. 12, lines 30-48). 

Watson failed to teach, matching the authorization record with the authentication 
record to determine whether the presented transaction signature matches the 
authenticated transaction signature for the predicted transaction, the actual transaction 
amount matches the predicted transaction amount and the actual transaction time 
matches the transaction time parameter. Anderson teaches, matching the authorization 
record with the authentication record to determine whether the presented transaction 
signature matches the authenticated transaction signature for the predicted transaction, 
the actual transaction amount matches the predicted transaction amount and the actual 
transaction time matches the transaction time parameter (col. 6, lines 17-54). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to match the authorization record with the authentication record to determine 
whether the presented transaction signature matches the authenticated transaction 
signature for the predicted transaction, the actual transaction amount matches the 
predicted transaction amount and the actual transaction time matches the transaction 
time parameter and to have modified the Watson patent with the teachings of the 
Anderson patent so as to have a secure manner of knowing that the signature on the 
document belongs to the account holder and is not fraudulent. 

As per claim 46, Watson failed to teach, The method of claim 45, including: 
storing the authentication record in a database including a plurality of authentication 
records for other predicted transactions. Anderson teaches, storing the authentication 
record in a database including a plurality of authentication records for other predicted 
transactions (col. 38, line 62 -col. 39, line 11). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to store the 
authentication record in a database including a plurality of authentication records for 
other predicted transactions and to have modified the Watson patent with the teachings 
of the Anderson patent so as to have a collection of data (such as authentication 
records) stored on a computer storage medium that can be used for more than one 
purpose. 

As per claim 47, Watson teaches, The method of claim 45, wherein the time 
parameter comprises a time value indicated when the authorization record was created 
(col. 9, line 50-col. 10, line 34).. 
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As per claim 48, Watson and Anderson failed to teach, The method of claim 45, 
wherein said matching includes determining whether the actual transaction time falls 
within a time interval indicated by the transaction time parameter, but it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have the matching include determining whether the actual transaction time falls within 
a time interval indicated by the transaction time parameter and to modify in Watson 
because such a modification would allow Watson to have the account holders signature 
matched and validated prior to an expiration time for the authentication. 
1 1 . Claims 49-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
(US 5,991 ,750) Watson and (US 6,021 ,202) Anderson et al, hereafter Anderson in view 
of (US 6,047,270) Joao et al, hereafter Joao. 

As per claim 49, Watson and Anderson failed to teach, The method of claim 45, 
wherein establishing an authentication record includes: establishing a communication 
session between the particular account holder and a financial transaction server; at the 
server, accepting an account number and an identification number for the particular 
account holder; at the server, accepting the predicted transaction amount; at the server, 
producing the transaction signature. Joao teaches, wherein establishing an 
authentication record includes: establishing a communication session between the 
particular account holder and a financial transaction server (col. 61 , lines 54-67 and col. 
63, lines 5-29); at the server, accepting an account number and an identification number 
for the particular account holder (col. 67, line 39-col. 58, line 19); at the server, 
accepting the predicted transaction amount; at the server, producing the transaction 
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signature (col. 6, lines 40-52 and Fig. 20 (750). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to establish a 
communication session between the particular account holder and a financial 
transaction server; at the server, accepting an account number and an identification 
number for the particular account holder; at the server, accepting the predicted 
transaction amount; at the server, producing the transaction signature and to have 
modified the Watson patent with the teachings of the Joao patent so as to have the 
account holder to log onto the computer system to make a transaction. 

As per claim 50, Watson teaches,The method of claim 49, including prompting 
the particular account holder to supply a combination of digits from a personal 
identification code, wherein the combination does not include all of the personal 
identification code (col. 8, lines 54-64). 

As per claim 51 , Watson and Anderson failed to teach,The method of claim 45, 
wherein establishing an authorization record includes: establishing a communication 
session between a party to the particular transaction and a financial transaction server; 
at the server, accepting the presented transaction signature and the actual transaction 
amount. Joao teaches, establishing an authorization record includes: establishing a 
communication session between a party to the particular transaction and a financial 
transaction server (col. 61 , lines 54-67 and col. 63, lines 5-29); at the server, accepting 
the presented transaction signature and the actual transaction amount (col. 6, lines 40- 
52, col. 67, line 39-col. 68, line 19, and fig. 20 (750). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to establish an 
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authorization record including: establishing a communication session between a party to 
the particular transaction and a financial transaction server; at the server, accepting the 
presented transaction signature and the actual transaction amount and to have modified 
the Watson patent with the teachings of the Joao patent so as to have the account 
holder to log onto the computer system to make a secure transaction. 

As per claim 52, Watson and Anderson failed to teach, The method of claim 51 , 
including accepting identification of the party at the server. Joao teaches, including 
accepting identification of the party at the server (col. 6, lines 53-67, col. 7, lines 1-55 
and fig. 20 (750). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to accept identification of the party at the server and to 
have modified the Watson patent with teachings of the Joao patent so as to know that 
the party is an authorized user of the system and is authorized to have access to the 
account. 

As per claim 53, Watson teaches, The method of claim 52, including maintaining 
a list of authorized parties, and wherein said matching includes determining whether the 
identification of the party indicates a party in the list of authorized parties (col. 2, lines 
22-33). 

As per claim 54, Watson teaches, The method of claim 51 , wherein said 
establishing an authorization record does not require identification of the particular 
account holder (col. 2, lines 51-58). 

As per claim 55, this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given 
above for claims 49 and 50. 
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Conclusion 



12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Sandberg-Diment (US 5,826,245) disclosed verification information being 
provided for a transaction. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 571-272-6741 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Thursday, 6:30AM-4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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